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'AT HOME AND ABROAD—
| The Battle of the B-52s

CPYRGHT

By Rgmdl.lw;eﬁcé

What General Twining really
eported to President FEisen-
ower yesterday on his eight-
ay visit to the Soviet Union
as not. apparent in the news
dispatch. R .
His statement that “there is
o question about” American
uperiority over (Russia in the
“quality” of military planes has
been made before.
After General Twining ap-
pears before a Senate commit-
tee in a few days, more of the

the meantime, there are a few
observations that may’ prove
helpful in evalyating this highly
controversial guestion, .
Since the air power problem
is complex and technical, one
can only rely on the experts.
Ordinary citizens, which in-
glude most columnists and com-
mentators, lack the official in-
formation and the background
to_make dogmatic declarations
61 #he subject. And this goes
for most politicians.
POLITICS INVOLVED

That is the trouble in Con-
gress where the Democrats have
sought to deprecate the ade-
qguacy of this Nation’s air power
and succeeded in adding nearly
$800,000,000 to the Administra»
tion’s budget. The idea was to
step up the production of B52s
by that amount of money.

This. was a pelitical move,
promoted and supported by the
" Air Force but not with the con-
‘sent of Secretary of Defense
Wilson or with the -support of
the President.
£ The fact that an election is
jcoming up next November and
" {hat the American people want
the best possible military de-

report may be made public. In

fense were factors ifiliestmtis

cision. But it was not neces-
sarily a wise or necessary ac-
tion.

The effort to extract political
advantage from thig situation is
confusing  enough ~but what
makes it worse is the fact that

Air Force spokesmgen usually

fail to include all the com-
ponents of our air power in
their publie estimates.

NAVAL AIR STRENGTH

This is misleading because
naval air power is a tremendous
asset. Alircraft carriers, of
which we have the best in the
world, can deliver nuclesr
weapons and missiles to almost
any target in an engmy country,
protect themselves against at-
tack, while their maneuverabil-
ity disperses an enemy’s air
strength over a huge area. They
are floating bases that pack as
big a wallop as land bases and
yet are not sitting ducks as are
the latter.

Our best military experts be-
lieve that in the next war the
first knockout blows will be di-
rected at land bases, not big
centers of population, because
only in this way can an aggres-
sor nullify the possibility of
massive retaliation, :

This could mean that our
principal air power would be
carrier-based, which, if not for
other reasons, the Navy is an
indispensable element of our
military establishment.

To ignore these gonsiderations
is neither accurate nor justifi-
able, B

General Twining has repeat-
edly insisted that the Russians
are ahedd of thig country in
number of aircraft, i

‘the US

_political integrity and the com
.plexities are so great that prob

, in produc- ably no other American caj

Tt is impossible for a layman
to refute such testimony but
there is some evidence bearing
on the point.

The Senate committee has re-
ceived testimony that the U.S.
aircraft industry is operating
at 25 to 50 per cent of its capac-
ity. In the event of trouble, it
could speed up and outproduce
the Russians. But if there is a
war, there would be no time

for such expansion as there has |

been in the past.
MORE SOVIET PLANES
A new book, purporting to be
authoritative, by Richard E.
%’fﬁckmu. says that last year
‘tirned out 8,400 air-
craft for the military services.
Five thousand were combat
types. ’
Russia in. the same -period
prodiced” 13,800 planes of all

types. Of this number 60 per|.

cent were military, according to
the same source.

In other words, we were out-|’
produced by 3,200 combafl

planes. .

“We know on
Allen Dilles, i
tHat Hos

rector of CIA)

i mitifEdy -eqifipment  and

the éuthority of] !

3t f ies are underd
going a fulidgmental transitiony’

probably- tactics, So these fig
ufes ‘ma¥ thange radically a
soon as a year from now and i
is dubious whether we Toad u
on B52s which soon could b
as obsoléte as the recent B47s

“This ig the kind ef situatior
in which one wishes the Presi

dént would speak out. He enf:

joys the Nation’s confidence if
his military = judgment ang
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